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PUREER T, h—ERRaEs MRS AT, 2
WHIPEMBET) . AMSIBURAF B0 R P2y, DAL, 3
i RAFREARRE R — RO BRI (TR0, 2002) o &
BT F R LB BV EE R RO, IR
PRI F AT IR R w2 A . Mg B
SR . FRIEBEARIRIG, B IREEIEZ, AR
SRR, ARSI ARG, WA R B A AR R
WH ™ SRR, Tt B g
A IR AR 5 LA 24% ~ 32% (FTROR,

2005; P AF, 2019) o BIRAEN (2018) SR ARG
TCO TR I, A=A A R KT R I AR R | SAF
KIBEAT, FBECAHRE30% AT, Bkt ag
FREEEABI B A2 LR AR ™ i . 3 B A SR SEIR S B
SRR R BRI, [T TR B NSS )y, R
FOAG, R (XRIRMG, 2023) o {HSSEERH I
JEATEERI A A ) SR . B iRz, BYERE
T (BRRE, JEFHIT, 2009; XIME, 2012; k3R, JH1
e, 2015) o T HARIIG A A A A AR B O
FELARRIGR, WHRPEFKT TR RACREER S
(Jemmott et al., 1983) . AHXHFEthIgH, FilfEaxt

BEFNE: IABRFEUFINWINEHUIE ‘REZEHESSRUNHANPEEZHERNERHAR" (NBES:
202410332083Y) ; SIAHBWRERANFUINME "P2EHSIFRBRSHZRENRAZ—LIFCZNATER" (MES:

092480051) o

BVES: KR, HIINRIRASSREZNIT, HRAA: PAFINERREE,
VEsS|IA: AIEE BT, L £, IMKR. (2025). REFFHIANDPESHEBIIN: SBRNNHONBPNER. LEIEZE
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AREGCERSPE | [ KT RIS A A
(25, 2023; F, 2014) .

CAIRERY, A 5 g A2 WAL BN ZE A
SMERSER R ILFEm ( FEE 5, 20145 HFEFE,
2007 ) o Hr, SCREHFRE I AAE N LM SNE IR A
K, ZEELMRENTZRE, RELEHREY
WE - MIEHARFE ( Diana Baumrind, 1967 ) 32 H B S BE#L
FEOTECHNE,  DAEISRAM: RSN T A A0 B Sk S
K5 th RS R GE E a T =C: DAR SR . R ik
RO AL, DUSEERME . AR M A RAE B & 1)
A, DAREERME . & R R A BT R AR EE SR
e AR BRI 2R Hodr SRBUSR R
I I S BJ: 38 H 43 ST I T 0 R 00 O SR AR RS
TER A A BLTAR 0 [R) {3 B 7 (R AL A8, PRI
B KRR T o TR ot =2 R 5 7
KA E A E R BN, BEAPEHEL, X H
AR TEZFAERERE, B R8T
Ko 7EFRE, FHRZEA (2010) KL BH T I
JGHRRE | R B =AM O YR RE . HH R TR R
YR AT R AT T m im s . Ity DURIA
HIHE, MR #5720 E4E RIS B5
RIS E et R, R RIS &
PR T2 B S T S, XA g
PR TE 357 3. AR R 7 =l S L
RN . ENIMEZUI5E RN, ACREER =T
22 B AR R R W TONVE R, AR Y AR
R N R R, R B SRR IR R
D IE [ T8 ( Nwosu et al., 2016) o XEARSE A
(2016) £xfw 24 B A B, #ERJr b Bk
AR 5 R R IEASCE, AR IR
A 5 R R UAASC

g Xef 75 A AR T IR R 7 5 Sy sk i L £ T 52 i 7 At
HEEAR ST A0S S i (FEAEE, 2000) o RIXT )T
RIFHEL RS, HREZEAUTILMN. Z%45%A
(1993) MRAERXTFr=ATIRE, HERIX 720 K Al )
NN ( EEEAR R A s SOIE SR N TR B) ) R 45 HL
TR X (AR BG4 SO0 B R G B ) TS, ff T
(1998 ) AR 7 ZTRCR , BERix 735 R 4 L
s (AR FE3h, TEER. [mANARRAE ) AT
X7 CLAMDEE . Bl Fi) . P RHE ) o T A
FEZEA (2000) $EHPEAE R R4 7S [l
g oREh. IRdEE. &t AR, DARA, HrPRimil
b el 2t AR e W (1) e At S S 3 R MY A = v
AHICAR AR, RO 2O 2 i A AR S s, T
i) TR RS R X 7 WA, R TR i A
BE; W TR TSN X A, iR R A )
2eE (HHEERN 25, 2010; EFHR, 2011)

H—T5, HEZSAES] ( Bronfenbrenner, 1967 ) 1)
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EBRGHEISIAN, MAER KN & A2 Z EHEER E )
FVEF AR . eI R EAE N DR ST
KRR E EAR NS ER . EARFITE 2
S RAE AN & RS2 B R R L
SEL RAMANTE N RS L BN E R, HhX s
FRENGOBERET FLME RN KATREERE Y (%
B, JAVEED, 2008) o BRATSEA (2018) AYRFF K IEUL
ey S B AR X AR ARG, SR EUR K
R ITEE A, KRS (2021 ) g AR
F: 07 AT LM 2 A B R AR . b, Fexd
R R —TRFE P R B, Rz AR B R T
FCRBIE [/ WA % 73X, TER e = ) T
RExF I (B, 2019) o

LE LR, ACREER R R R 3
REXHER, IR AR AR . AT
SR T RE R SRR, B OvEE T B
P R AVERSEEL. I, AFSE LA A s
%, BB S A B R AR, TR
BEHF T RIS A B RS HER = 2 MRS, 42
WSS ACRERER I 2 UxHg) AR 2 R A R LA T
Fi; AR A R AR

2 Kk

21 Wi

SR B HRE I IR AR VL4 T8 T — Bl 4
— ) =AM P A BRI TR A, FE Rk R E:600
By ARSI T S, HEBR R Se s sl S R R AR
J5 . I AABEAESS 1 ([IR91.8% ) o AT
FEAARIS A T11 ~ 158 2 [0 (M=1334, SD=097) , 4%
BIERSM . NOFRHERE a1 FOR

F1 HEEANOZSMHBER (N=551)

Table 1 Demographic distribution of the sample (N=551)
I Ja N et (%)
5 282 512
T
P k'S 269 488
H— 188 34.1
R W 176 31.9
W= 187 33.9
22 TITH

221 HFREEER

FKHER A (Irwin G.Sarason ) #ifl, F A B
(2001) TEHBITHH LR TR (Text Anxiety

Scale ) o WFRILITH, Hrh “&” L1758, “H” L0
gy, AR EIHR SR = ERBER . <1257 RS
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1§, 12~2053 AR, 205 m AR DTz R
Cronbach a Z%(3K0.90, {FERE KT

222 HEMMHHTAER

R BABES (2000 ) FFA Y i B IR 52X
R (CSSMSS) 30N, A AR A bk . SR
BRE . R ZJREAEMIANEE . 8RR Likert 52
Wy (1= “BERMEE” , 5= “BEHE" ) o AW
Hr, ZE KM Cronbach o RECH0.87, PER—E: R

223 RXBHFFTAER

RITPIMAEIR (Amindell) ], SFAANFHE (2010)
AT R 2B TR Iy R P SR (Short form-Fgna
Minnen av Barndoms Uppfostran—Chinese version, S-EMBU-C.) o
ZERM2IA I A, o EgE” ERUR
B SRR =AEEE, SRMLikent 453y 2 TIT
GF, HFRIEABIF Cronbach o ZEU20.69.

2.3 [ENEREREIELE

AHIESE i 0 IR M A AR B A, TR AR T A
R BUTRIBA A AR AR N RIS R 25, 3
T8 B IS 5 R A4 A BEAT I . BTS2 R 5 A8
PR AR IR A PRI h S, N A R O
L, W 29255050, IR, IR T . BF
FEEHRM AT SO SR . 4 RIS, By
HrifBISPSS 27.0L4 K Process AR IFSE L, MHT A7 a6 3L
k2t . Mg i . 225 . BIR
HEARCHE T IS, LA AN AR o

2.4 HESERENZGISHEN

K F Harman B PR3 4 30 i R X808 i 26 1)
Trdfmz s, SR ER, RBQINARTE, 4K
T ETZETECRRL5.13%, £iBBEBERE (ERE
40% ) o P, ABIFEAFEAE™ B IHER Jrik w22 i,

3 HIRER

31 BXERIVRDMN

J R € T N ) L YA e 255w S DB U, s A I R
R, Hp, 27.8%0%1H A FARERIKTFE . 39%
b FHEEKT- . 33.2%40 T [EAKT (52043 ) o Hik
FEIEIIME 1733 +7.87, AR THRGEIKFE.

F2 MPEEFRERNBEER (N=551)
Table 2 Overall situation of test anxiety among junior
high school students (N=551)

K N LB (%)
RACFH IS (<124)) 153 27.80
PR (12 ~ 204)) 215 39.00
FK IR R (520 43 ) 183 33.20

XA R o A ) 25 A A S BAR TEA 5 ST AR £
B, SRR, WENFLEIERIEERTHE, 1
THANZ3PTR

3 EFIREEEEH LERBE (N=551)
Table 3 Difference test of test anxiety by gender (N=551)

% (N=282) %z (N=269) 1t

p
ZifEIE 16.68 +8.04 1801 £7.64 199 0.047

E: ¥p<0.05; *p<0.01,

32 RBHAFHIN. BERNNSRNSZXEED

BRDHT

AWFTER B R AT, BIERFH AL
I A BN T REF Z MR, SR
B

F4 MPEEFRER. BREMNAXERXEHFAXBEXSH (N=551)
Table 4 Correlation analysis of test anxiety, self-dealing styles and parental rearing patterns among junior high school
students (N=551)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 1
2 -0.26" 1
3 -0.05 0.49™ 1
4 0.12" 0.22" 033" 1
5 0.20” 0.17" 045" 0.32" 1
6 038" -0.09" 0.24” 0.49” 0.39™ 1
7 0.24" 0.24™ 0217 0.45" 021" 035" 1
8 -0.20" 0.44™ 0.39™ 0.11" 0.12" -0.08 0.02 1
9 0.40” -0.14" -0.02 0.17" 0.12" 027" 0.23" -0.31" 1
10 0.36" -0.23" -1.00" 0.08 0.12" 0.24" 0.14” -0.48" 0.62" 1

E: 1 ¥ p<0.05; #p<0.01; 2. &P 1 AFKEIE, 2 HFRME. 3 AHKRY ., 4 AR 5 HKE, 6 hxl, 7 AL, 8§ AERIRE,

9 Ak FEARI . 10 AL,
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LEIRRT, Ao A B R A B S R e o R AL R
o W, B EIR S R A R
WBLERE B FRARN (p<0.01) , Sl EEE AR e
FIEME (p<0.01) 5 Bk 5 BRI I7 2 b g ial
fil I i ANSE (p<0.01) , iR, &t 4748 %
AT A i 2 IEAHSE (p<0.01)

BE— oM s, AR iy g 3R R O a5 H AL
B IR A ) R e 55 JR LR 3 1A 26
(p<0.01) , SiEEH (p<0.01) Fdidhs (p<0.01) B3
GuiIoe; SRBY S8 ERIE W IEAHE (p<0.01) , SiE4
BETAASE (p<001) ; ERLERE SEIEGERE (p<0.01) FI
SEERR RS (p<0.01) 5 BIMEALEE 515 RS |
SR GO RE L35 B IEARE (p<0.01) 5 ZTAEURZLTmZE
JEI S i B KR4 8 TEAHSE (p<0.01)

33 ZEHER. REFFHAAEBRNTH Y
@D

AR, A TR X 2 AR Bh 4k T 5 %R
SRR, A AR R LA R #3507 s 44 Hk i 1 5 2%
AR, BAh, RS 772 AR AL AR 2 T 4k
507 Soh B BRI YE AN AR G WA Iy 2 sk
B #EE R A B R G Rk 2 AR sk
S5 P EL TC B G

JESE AT, GRS A A RS

3.3.1 REHFH AL 4B H AR R E 3547

FRHIBAE A, LIS REEER T R =AY
TNAR R, AR R R LT, WS T
e SRR, WERP LS (5=581, p<0.01) FHHL4E
B (8=490, p<0.01) IEMTNAERAEE, FIREDRAERE
(=035, p<001) B REE, FIFLHZEE
Mo K B TSN AN R AR B (PR 25 5

#* 5 XEHEFAFXNSEENFLEEHEIFIN
(N=551)
Table 5 Regression analysis of dimensions of parental
rearing patterns on test anxiety (N=551)

SRR WNASE: B B K F SE t
Wi 25.07
TEGRE -2.84 023 005 29.67 052 -545"
Wi 458
EET 581 041 016 107.67 056 1038”7
W 947

biEEL] 490 035 012 7572 056 870"

E: *p<0.05; #¥p<0.01,

3.3.2  HIBN T A Y B E AR B B [ U3 44
R AT AT, 558 1 FRLX T7 0] %5 14 &
PITMAER, R, LA gk R, Al
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ZIRE AN H A2 AR T AR B, £ESPSS 27.07 R #Ef74E
THoHre S5 B R (Al o 2 B 53 B ) 0 25 3
fEIE (B=-041, p<0.01) ; TE®E (B=0.12) . 4]0
(B =037) FZ ( B=0.24) DU LY 2 1E [ 5
FifERE (p<0.01) o X—45HREW, SRR
BRIl HR A K A B 25

#* 6 XEHFHFAREENFREENEEZH
(N=551)
Table 6 Regression analysis of dimensions of parental

rearing patterns on test anxiety (N=551)

g5 WA B B K F SE ¢
il WE 2688

[AEiffEe —2.76 -0.25 0.06 3533 046 -594"
e 1319

E

B 141 012 001 835 049 289"
W 1L
Kt 240 021 004 2629 047 5137
e 997
£k 278 037 0.14 8885 030 943"
Wi 985
Fay ) 241 024 006 3478 041 5907

E: %p<0.05; Fp<0.01,

3.3.3  ABHIRF O B IR =Ry | I3 44T

PE— 2B B R T 2 B B T 2 A TR A
H, WR7P0R . SRR, CR#EFEIT g R
Yepx A FRR T ECEA TZ R, B I T TR ) A
B (£=045, p<0.01) | KBy ( 8=039, p<0.01) . iRkt
(B=0.11, p<001) Fi&ilt ( 8=0.12, p<0.01) PUAHERE;
I PR B R AR R X, I I i L AR
(B=027, p<0.01) FIZft ( B=023, p<0.01) 4EJF; I
LA I G . — T E M L AR (8 =0.20,
p<0.01) . ZT (=017, p<0.01) Fkit ( B=0.13,
p<0.01 ) ZETHAR RIS 735 59— J7 T 671 o) S0 ) AL Ao 2
(8=-020, p<001) FIKBh ( =009, p<005) .

F7 RXEBEREENBEREMNAXNESEENEIESHT
(N=551)
Table 7 Regression analysis of parental emotional
warmth on dimensions of self-dealing styles (N=551)

SRR WiAE B B8 R F SE t
[ EE 210
THEBURE 050 045 020 138.69 0.043 11.78"

Sk WE 195

TEEGRE 042 039 015 98.03 0.043 9907
a3 3 WE O 2.60

TEEGRE 0.2 0.1 001 678 0046 2.60"
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&gk gx
iR BNAE B B R F SE t it SE LLCI ULCI B
pails W 222 S AEfELE S R R A1
IERIRE 014 012 001 839 0.047 290" c 0.56 3.79 6.00 4.89™
£ W 152 a 0.05 0.06 027 0.16"
MY 052 027 007 4235 0.079 651 b 045 1.05 280 1.927
Foyn) Ha 238 ¢ 0.56 348 5.68 4.8
AR 034 023 005 30.63 0.060 5.53 KIRRAE IR SR R AR
E: %p<0.05; #p<0.01, ¢ 056 3.79 6.00 4'89::
a 0.08 022 0.3 037
3.4 PRI b 029 1.80 292 236"
I 054 295 508 4.027
R HProcess S ModeldfRFE TN, LA HEER A 55 A IEA AT
i{ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ@%ﬁlﬁ%%f?ﬂ‘]?ﬁﬂﬁ, #%/\Tﬁ?*fl\’;&@ c 0.56 3.79 6.00 4.89™
FIRESERLE] . HERTEN  AE AR S AL, 7 a 0.06 0.13 037 025"
PN B AR A AR A S, AN PTR . b 039 1.09 264 1.86™
I 056 333 553 4437

8 BREXFRELHEFHFRMOBAUGRR

Table 8 Mediation effect test of self-dealing styles in

parental rearing patterns

il SE LLCI ULCI B8
[ I S 2 i A B P AV
c 0.52 -3.86 -1.81 -2.84™"
a 0.04 042 058 050
b 0.51 -3.04 -1.01 -2.03""
¢ 0.58 —2.95 -0.69 -1.82"
TBSELE T TR R 5 2 I AR A P AP
c 0.52 -3.86 -1.81 -2.84™"
a 0.05 0.03 021 0.127
b 0.48 078 266 1727
¢ 0.52 —4.06 -2.02 -3.04™"
AN R 2 I AR A P A
c 0.52 -3.86 —1.81 -2.84™"
a 0.05 0.04 023 0.14"
b 046 186 3.65 275"
¢ 0.51 -4.21 -2.21 =321
KJRAE I BE AR 5 25 AR A P AR
c 056 471 691 5817
a 0.08 036 067 0527
b 029 156 269 2137
¢ 0.55 3.63 5.80 472"
R e i BE R 5 2 I AR A rp A1
c 0.56 471 691 5817
a 0.06 022 045 0337
b 039 081 234 157
¢ 0.57 4.17 640 528"
[ RIS S 2 i A T A
c 0.56 379 6.00 4.89™"
a 0.05 -0.35 -0.15 -0.25""
b 0.45 —2.94 -1.17 -2.06""
¢ 0.56 3.27 548 438"
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E: FEp<0.01, *#¥p<0.001, SE A & 342 PF a0 09 AT iR,
LLCI 4 &34 1289 5 ME, ULCI A& SBZGRKRIL, B HEHREY
AR R R

t 28T, H IR T AR ARy S % il
IR P A ER

Horp, g IRRx  2CAY ) e e | 3B e A i =
AU TR R R 5 R AR R AT, RO
A3 -1.02, 0.21, 0.39, 20505 BN 1935.74% , -
7.27% . -13.56%, [AEfFGE . ZIA8 . iR i pu -2
FEAE i AR AN 25 i A B8 2 ) A v A 3R 43 ) A 0.40
0.31. 1.11, 0.52, 43l fdi B0 196.97% . 5.30% .
19.06% . 8.92%. ZJAEFNZLTSead BEGRAP A% ot A 18 22 7]
B AR Rl . . KTARURN ZL R AR S 4
5 R PR, A RO 438 0.52
0.31. 0.87. 0.47, 4335 BN 1910.53% . 6.28% .
17.86% . 9.51%. HHr, ZJAEFNZLTT A A 550 fie i

4 tig

W gE R BR, IR E RN S Hik39%,
BN R R A & IR33.2%. BRI, Wi
WAERR ST 2 B™R, X—4R5m AR —3% (%
B, AR, 2018) o FHIRAR AR XY T 2 AR 3
%, WHEEH TR AR T B0 RO, 2%
FEJ1. FEEET) . RERE MR AR5 2 R R LR
FAMAL . FEE, MOAMENS, AT aizdiseE
M ATEH, X RLSRES R E S 5 & fIE . ARy T
1% ; E¥INAETT, REZEIN L . MEEHE
K, SHEMELISEAER, S5 R AEE,

SRR, WA IREIEK TR ES TEA, —
i, LS RERG] K H R AR RIZER A 2
B (B %, 2005) , [AIRSTTREFR T M fum
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1S N TWRA Yl 09 oS 10 ) o O e N = o S R ]
ARG, HE AR ] T 13 AL IR A&
B (TH, &R, 2022) . B—m, MLBLE,
LA R R IN A , ASPERER P, X ) Ak
Z IR, hosd R R,

SR, ACBHERURE 5% R EIE S B TURDC,
Mt BEORAP AR e 4 B 5 5B 5 3 IEAR DG, 9™
TRIE BT U RERR S &, M el . F6480
RO INAEE, X 2RSSR (2016) )
WIE—8, Wik PUiE T HIRAAE (1967) MIALEIALZL
FRENE, BRI IEGR Iz 5 R R O gl 32
FeMEH B R A 0 O FRTE R, T A B Y 2
CUmBEfRAr . 454 ) TRTRERISS 22600 H 20k, e
& (Nwosu et al., 2016) . BiLRX = TP AR 4
T [l e i I e S I RS N RS & 3
W, WEERRIE AR, kR G AL @ R L ]
G ZmAERE MR 2, IR XL
WA (1967) MAESRGIS, BIREM
REERENSE TS MR RT TR BRI, TRl Y
M2 B N 6 T

WRIEHA S REIEIR I, KIELER MR T
ARG, MHAENSLERAARER X, Fif, AR
NEXT I BAE A s, s 1 ACRER SR Iy S Im iR
FEIRANZENL o AR IR I RE 6% 2 AE SR
SRRSO B, R R HTR A R 14 X 2ok b
WA, WA ARG, WIS
o RZ, FAH I B AP AR 4 0 ok — 0 i 5524 A
By FVEFRXTRE T, I35 A4 R O, BB
HAE TR P I AR B R SR, T £ P 4 (B
A 4§, 2018) o EX— R —LIIUE T HKIEREAE
OB BPZCIER . HIK, AR R X %
77 O EPEEA MREbE s, AR IR TEIE 1 17 T [n) g
T SRED . REERUAM, S BEAR AP IE ) B0 £ AR RN 2L
i, R 4 B ] O (Rl R AR R AR, RIS T
O AR IR T R R ISR, RKEE SRl
STE AR 2SR R (X3 58, 2021) o X
WIIE T H B0 7 = UnT LA AR 35 N S i 8
Z AR B W A E R, R A TR Ty S
fife 2% A T TR R CIRLAEBE 55, 2005) .

HhE, PFREEARIE T REE R EE N,
R LA o0 2 1 SRS R D AR A AR R IR,
TR F I B O HIE 25 (19 3877 7 AU S nE x5 1 AR R
SR TRTSE MR, BRI A 3l b B T Tl v Y O % 2% A 11
A, It L, ARFEET ZEXRNAR, N
Je S B BE SR YR I S8 A A, AR S R 3
WTEAFSE P S BIIGIE S48, MR T REEIREE AL
HAEZARAE B AYYEM ( Diana Baumrind, 1967 ) . J54k
A A3 i G T TR A BRI S HeRe 01, A1) 25
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AR BB AR R0 S, $ s OO BIAIE e ), feak
HE O A R

SR, WIFRAEAE LT R, 25—, BEWrieJom:
TEAER IR OCR, BMELHE B R R .
ARKWF AR M B =FH MNEhA X R, B,
WFFERIBEARR A R Prhg, B sy E0H
H T AR AA R R RS BR A, a0 T A1 A9 [l 25 mT i
WA RIEPERR Pk, FPE—E B w2, —EfRE L
BRI T REA RS e AT e

P, ARBITE TR E 2 AR
PEREA, SR Z0rEbR, WIAMCHR . KR . R0
FIRIHE 2 SRR N R IRARTE N I AR A P RS
HARHL, HEROPFOEOE, DUBRHE B 4E5E

5 Hig

W R, SRR Iy 2 i Sl 2 e A A 2 it
i, A AR N RS . A BRI
T ARAEHER 7 2O i e P IR FR S AP o AN
FEATE XA AR T U SR ML T SRR

SE B
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The Influence of Parental Rearing Styles on Test Anxiety
among Junior High School Students: The Mediating Role of
Self-dealing Styles

Rui Iingwen1 Liao Yanpingl Qian ]iayi1 Shi Ke’

Sun Changan'

1. Suzhou University of Science and Technology, College of Education, Suzhou;

2. Suzhou University of Science and Technology, College of Social Develpoment, Suzhou

Abstract: This study aims to explore the influence mechanism of parenting styles on test anxiety among junior high

school students and verify the mediating role of self-coping styles. Through a questionnaire survey of 551 junior

high school students in a certain middle school, it was found that the emotional warmth dimension of parenting

styles was negatively correlated with test anxiety, while the overprotection dimension and rejection dimension were

positively correlated with test anxiety; secondly, self-coping styles played a partial mediating role between the two. The

research indicates that in family education, emotional support and the cultivation of positive coping abilities should be

emphasized to reduce the test anxiety level of junior high school students. Future research needs to further verify the

stability of the mediating mechanism by combining longitudinal design and multi-dimensional variables.
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